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LEGISLATION - PROPosED BAR COMMTTEE TO CORREXCT
FoRmAL ErIRORS n REVIsED CODE. - On the whole the new Revised
Code is a good piece of work, though one listening to the storm
of criticism which has followed its enactment might conclude the
contrary. No Board of Revisers could possibly make a revision
so perfect as to please everyone. Usually the critic disagrees with
what the Revisors have provided in particular sections and would
substitute his own idea. Whether his idea would be preferable
may be very doubtful. Lawyers as a class are conservative and
many of them resent any change in the statutory law they have
learned. They dislike to have their knowledge repealed by legis-
lative act. The change necessitates the irksome task of learning
the scope and effect of the new statutory provisions. Consequent-
ly the great bulk of the criticism of the Revised Code should not
be taken too seriously. It indicates lack of approval, not lack of
merit. But in a work of this magnitude there is bound to be
found what manifestly seems to be errors and oversights which
have escaped the notice of those empowered to make changes be-
fore enactment--errors and oversights of a kind that practically
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